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David Lift on 

1 1 [ jOO Olympic Blvd. , #400 
Los Angeles, CA 90064 

Dear David, 



i 



n vour letter of the 2 ! 



ialj£ not in response to mine of the 19th, you 



as usu 

say, "I am very interested in the holocaust," to which I’d mdde no reference. You 
should h$ve an interest. You were the cliief Judcnrat for the Eichmann— minded you have 
started to praise as honorable men. They were the Eichmanns of Truth and fact but given 
your recor d, that can well appear to be honorable to you. 

You appear to^making your usual^f object^ to all that is true about you over my 
reference to your nazi— ' thinking record, ^o you’ve proven me correct all over again- 

Of all t/i osc claiming to be writing about the JFK assassination you are far and 
away the one with tlhcflJoebbels— ! like record. tt^hen you are shrill, as so often you are, jou 
are the Stretch- >r of that motley gang. In baseless ego you are far and away the most 
Goering-liko. And there is nobody who can compete*! with yo» in ybur Hitlerian practise, 
if you want your lie# to bo believed, make them the biggest possible lies. 

Once again you respond to nothing, once again you resort to personal attack instead, 
and once again you to divert with your cu^itoniary irrelevoiciesw^/ 

You believe your own lies, as J - said, anc| you believe irrelevancy is relevant. Or at 
least pretend to. 

Uliat it boils down to is that there is no fact except what oozes from the murk og 
your mind. Fact is what you want it to bo no matter how clearly it is not. 

By what passes for reasoning with you Jackie was in the casket with JFK all the way 
up. lifter all, Sibert and 0‘ITcill did not say jkY, thus is she there. Your illustration, 
they did not say there was a phone on the wall but there was. Bo, because they did not 
say til.- corpse was wrapped in a body bag, as you say, it nonetheless was. 

ThOj'jliad no idea that some banlrrupt was going to come along and invent another casket, 
therefore they nonetheless did not refer to the casket in which it had been transported 

r^P f) 

from Dali / all else being youybaseless fabrication, but they nonetheless referred to the 
casget you were going to invent when, after all the time -find money you put into your 
Keystone Kopper, junior apprentice grade, you had nothing that had not long been published. 
I-Ierely talcing personal credit for the work of others was not enough for your cereal-box 

ifjii 

was impopssiblc. 

L&t me give you an illustration with regard to that coffin concoction of yours, that 
GibUrt and O'Neill referred to the coffin of your invention. 

There is much in the Sibert-0' Neill report I did not deem necessary to call to the 
attention of those who read your ^audacity not yet hav^Touled the air up. 

Ready as ever with your made-up reality, about this you wrote that I ’’am assuming (a) 



fame, so you had toTstej/ Goebbels with yout/lnvention that you knew, at each and every step, 




the FBI agents were present when the Body was first taken out of the (your lie-)shipping 
casket and (b) that, if they were, they could not have made an error." 

The (a) in your miipach that you really think ift thought and proof, i>&, your phony 
empliasis, "the evidence clearly indicates ±§sa» a small but significant delay between 
the time the body isss first was brought in." ho mt^ter, but you do not pretend to say 
anything about your contrives} ^b). 

If you will look at the Sibert-O’Hcill report- you can’t in your book in which it 
is indisopnsfblQ, the reason being you did not dare use itrso look at Page 532 of 
Post Mortem. The agents were in the motorcade to ^ethesda, they wore watching the jSbulance 
and saw Jackie get out and they go tortile rear entrance where the President’s body^was 
removed and token to the autopsy room." 

They were with the body constantly and in the very pa^graph to which you devoted your 
jfe incomparable Gocbbols talents they describe seeing the body when the casket was^opened. 

Facile as you arc at making up what you want to be true when you know it isn^t, and 
erpprienc&d at it, too, can't you come up with some sage proof of your lie witfej say a 
spijboon instead of the phono you have already used? Ov A ftilht- • 

Even for you it is shamcles to refer to "the body bag evidence," -4iis is like your 

si fl 

bool: 1 s subtitle, "The Halter ^eod Hvidece.’ 1 Heither exists ecept in you unconscionable 

^ r * 

fabrication for your cheat) fame and tlie fortune i undo stand you wasted rather soon, 

“ x ■n 

There is no body-bag evidence! 

The purses testified to how they wrapped the corpse and it is precisely what the 

Sibcrt-0 ’ ITeill report says* There was no possible chance to put it in a body gs. hag at the 

hospital or in the motorcade from it. There was not a minute when the body was unguarded, 

as the Commission’ s records show, and there is what the Comrisspn, those so honorable 

men of yours, did not bother with, there was added security placed by the Secret Service. 

But you had to have it in a body bag to even pretend to believe that it was snatched 

on the u'lane. Otherwise thetfHjould have been all that goo all over the place* So, you made 
- “ _ Av 

that up. Hot matter that it $.s false. You needed it it was not false. Ho matter that there 

A 

was never ^raonent on the plane that the body was unguarded, by many. Ho natter that save 
when LSj was sworn in Jackie was sitting by the casket, w^h'many,mj(ay others who never 
moved! You needed a snatch, so there was a snatch. Tou do not say how, naturally, it being 
as big a lia£ as a II itler-practitioner like you can make up, so it just happened. Even if 
it could not have, you needed it so it did. youy'name on it. Hobody else could go through 
the bottoms of that barrel and plumb the depths of the sewers like you. 

On that ii’rationa^xnt€i , pretation of yours relating to their mistake, that untruth that 
there was surgery of the head, as the records make clear, they made no notj/e and they dictated 
their report four days later. What is obvious and what one of those you interviewed and de- 
pend §.o much on says, that was a question ho heard asked, not a statement of fact. 




If lie told you tha " f and you did not use it, is that not the nasi way? 

And if you spent all that time with Mil add did not learn it, what kind of side 
apology for giv/ investigator are you, even junior-grade apprentice Keystone ICpp that you are? 

Except that I an writing to a thoroughly corrupt person like you who fantasizes 
abput Ms fabrications as soon as he makes thorn up, I'd not have pijiad tMs muefc attention 
to the gibberish of your non-response. I am glad to have it as a matter of record, howebfer. 

You pretefl/d to respond to wliat I wrote you about ¥aybright. ?'his is what you wrote: 

"I still haven't ~fhe faintest idea wliat property of yours you believe I have, as 
a r esult of a theft of ¥aybright. (Empliasis added) If you spell out wliat it is, I will 
comment." ( /fir fill?' i\ \ J 

¥hat I wrote is, "Your sneaky prtense of denial that Waybriglit stole some of my file 
on your trash (and even if you do not agree it isTrash, it id a clear reference to your 
book) is keyed to two words, in quotes, "paid agent," and that, of course, would be subject 



to your interpretation. Tne'~ms± rest of wliat you say has no real meaning. 1 t is Lifton 
n.g wliat Lifton lias always been, a dedicated, and believin^ibullsMt artiqC" 

How on the remo^lisnce that you did not understand my reference to "your trash" being 
to your book, tjjis is wliat follows, nothing omitted: 

"How, why do you not write me a letter in which you say that you have had no 
connection with Haybright? Or that you got nothing from him that he stole from me?Or, 
from wliat 1*$..; been told, he also gave or sold you nothing that was Harry Livingstone's 
work? Or tha£ you did not pressure him in/ any way." 

The second paragraph I |Mote from my letteryoju pretend to respond to requires only 
that you write me what you needed no more- that these words to write me about. 

V ■&-/ ‘\ A, I 

iou can't say, without asking nio^of yoir childish diversion pretended que s tionywhe the V 
or not you had any connection with Haybriglit? Or "that you got nothing from him that he 
stole from me?" 

I have to spell the above out before you can comment? 

Or is it tint you want to know what - know so you can make your lie up to seem to 
be responsive? 



ou have made a clean record: you evade and do not d§xe respond. 



Y, 

If thep'e was even the slightest of reasons to believe that you have the normal con- 
cepts of morality or eljticd there might be some point in expecting a rational answer to the 
question, who is worse, the tliief or the one who afi^e^ts and pays for what ho knows is 
stolen? 

£ou describe yourself, scum. You are so used to getting away with transparent lies- to 
the sycophants and ignoramuses with whim you'fesociate you deceive yourself i^np believing 
tliat they are Mot lies, that they are not irrovelancios or diversions. You prove that you 
chink /the nazis thought and like them demand tliat your puerile lies be believed. But over 
all, it is a Hitlerian lie, a total one and you cannot face it. HaroldHeisberg jj^ 




Because it is impossible for ©e 



to avoid the many typing errors I make when I can I 



let what I've typed wait overnight in the hope that in reading and correcting I will 



me 



fewer of the needed corrections, ^'his alcjs enable} me to think more, especially when 



in order to be able to do what I try to do I have to rush. I responded to your letter as 
soon as I was home from yesterday’s medical appointments. 

In thinking of the incredible spectacle you persist in making of yourself I was reminded 
that you had just boasted about your claimed perception of what no others, particularly 
me, had the intelligence and perceptiveness to understand. You were referring to the out- 



and-out fabricated misinterpretation you gave tije^the five words only you used of the five 
pages of tfje Sibert-0 ’lleill report. There is no question of your intelligence, although 
there certainly is of you/ inflated opinion of it. 

The questions lie elsewhere, in yoyr integrity, your morals and ethics. Or with what 

h>__ 

you do with your intelligence. Here the basic questionfof how you misused your intelli- 
gence. You interviewed Sibert and your intelligence did not tell you to ask him what he 
meant by those words or what lod him to use them as he did? You had to know tliat he lead 
made no notes and tliat if was four days before he dictated them, close to hysterical days, 
iou could not think to ask him if he could have mo.de a rirLst/bake in recording a question as 
a statement? Does it really require the intelligence you have to know to ask tliat questions 



Of course it does not! And £n of course you knew it! The only possible explanation of 
your jailuro to report anything Sibert said about his five worrfls on which you built phony 
fame and wasted fortune is tliat you knew the answer and did not want it. 

Is tliat intelligence of which you boast reflected in what I quote from you on the pre- 
vious page about how yc^do not respond regarding Haybright and again launch one of your so 
very childish diversions? That cheapness reflects a poor intelligence and a sick self- 

I f a .j 

concept, that any lie you tell becomes other than a Jie because you tell it, and t his - h as 
to be true because they come from you, about your diversion end personal attacks that usual- 
ly have only the sickness of your mind and personality as their basis. 

llhother your nazi-like record comes from deep emotional, personality or psychiatric 
problems oT from uninhibited mendacity, the result is the same and you have described JESSg- 
hh±££ yourself as a nazilminded charlatan end commereialisfer* of lies you exploit as no sassy 
enemy possibly couldVcLescribo you. Hith the intelligence of which you boast, and the educa- 
*?ion you dojdf not in any way reflect your record in this correspondence is what would demean 
a high-school freshman.lt is tliat childish. 

If you were not so unconscionable a bastard, so much a monster proclaiming sainthood, 
the exploiter su monstrous a disinformation and the creator and propandizer of the 
Most deceiving and misleading all the lies in the ^ijj^d that is so rich with so many, I’d 
feel sorry for you and for what you insist on doing to yourself. Particularly because for 



all your time, effort and money other tliat. the Hitler-like lie that gave you the phony fame 




J 



and short-lited wealth you are a barilcrapt* .There is nothing else tliat is yours. As uni- 

.v' 

queljr yours as is youi’ depraved character. 

You deserve no sympathy. You have done it all to yourself. Alone and unassisted 
applie_$ to yog. You none mid you are. 

I am reminded that you also wrote me - I digress for something I saw in looking for 
your exact words. You first say it v(f- "mui^T he a profound embarrassment to me" that I was 
not unprincipled enough to give the Sihert-0 * lleill report a meaning it does not have, the 
one you made up out of - nothing, and then with your persisting juvenility you attribu-^4his 
to my alleged^ ury." j-t is not fury, it is not even anger. It is disgust. You disgust, 

^fhe dishone^y of your book disgusts, and this self -ref lection really disgusts! 



k^L your last page, and 1 ignore your playing with words, you say 4 "I don t believe I 

O 

ever said there were papier macho trees -on the grassy knoll that were moved in the dark of 
night. Surely you jest." and then your usual shit about needing a tape cTr a memo fh) ' 

Yes, David, there ia a tape. At least the one I made. You said this to so many there 
may be others. A nd there is a nfemo, again at least one. Ssidef from what people tell me 
they remember hearing you say, with quite some shock. 



Your call to mo in 1 366 was before cassette 



J-j. 



t is on a five-inch reel at slow speed. 



The memo is by t*ob Richter after he interviewed you a little later. Can you t hink of 
any reason for Richter giving me a copy? 

With Richter you load begun to retreat a bit but it was the same utter insanity you 
4 

scared me with cauing me to avpid all possible contact with you. 

Is it because so many can remember your tunnel dug and filled in the dark tliat you 
do not make any kind of denial of that? 

Disgusting, pathetic David- ypu can't be honest or truthful even by accident! 

Whether frospendaeity of ignorance^ it is wretches like you, and of course, including 
you, pre-eminently, who have confused and misled the people and been a boon to those who 

>t*rj 

did toe d'.-ed and those who covered it up and made establish/ who did it impossible, you 
and your such honorable men. 

But history will ifecord the truth, will know who did what and who didn&t, and you 
Vill not bo recorded in any Abu Ben AcUaem j/ense. You will be recorded by yourself, in your 
own falsity, dishonesty and corruption. You make your own protrait. 

To call you a pig :u§ to fiemae swine ! 

Wil/ft utter and complete contempt. 

You made some comment about me and money. 

How about telling us who kept you. all those years you 
had no work and boasted of phone bills osj, about £>800 monthly. The phones alone came to 
something like 6 10,000. Then there was your apartment, food, travel and so much more, 
ideally a very large sum. And you were not gainfully employed. Or were you? Where did all 

that large sum ox money, come from? Or will you instead ask me about mine and ignore vours? 
^are you be responsive just ones timer x think not! 



/ 



/ 





